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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of tine following informalities: on page 1 , 
line 23 the phrase "Model no." is mistyped. Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the Invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

3. Claims 1-4 are under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Gorman (US 
5,672,206). 

Regarding claim 1 , Gorman discloses (see Figs 5-9) a toilet paper roll holder, of 
the type comprising a casing (see Fig 8) which includes means for supporting the paper 
roll and means for supplying a liquid dampening the paper, wherein the means for 
supplying a liquid consist of a dosing element partially closed of a rechargeable type 
which is snapped into the casing. 

As to claim 2, in Gorman the casing comprises of a housing (see Fig 8) located in 
the upper part of the roll holder that allows placing the dosing element. 

With respect to claim 3, Gorman discloses a plurality of orifices (94) for the 
distribution of the liquid. 
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As to claim 4, Gorman teaclnes stop means (tine holder 16 with the base member 
26 retaining the roll) capable of preventing the paper roll from revolving. 

4. Claims 1-3 and 6-8 are under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Thorsbakken (US 6,170,426). 

As to claims 1-2, Thorsbakken discloses (see Figs 1-2) a toilet paper roll holder, 
of the type comprising a casing (housing 18) which includes means for supporting the 
paper roll and means for supplying a liquid dampening the paper, wherein the means for 
supplying a liquid consist of a dosing element partially closed of a rechargeable type 
which is snapped into the casing in the upper part of the roll holder. 

With respect to claim 3, Thorsbakken discloses a plurality of orifices (46 see Fig 
6) for the distribution of the liquid. 

With respect to claims 6 and 8, Thorsbakken discloses a hinged retractable or 
folding lid located in the lower part of the housing for the dosing element and in the 
upper part of the casing which includes guide means (see Fig 1 ) for the path of the toilet 
paper. 

Regarding claim 7, Thorsbakken discloses serrated portion (cutting bars 40) to 
facilitate the cutting of the paper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

7. Claims 6 -8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gorman (US 5,672,206) in view of Thorsbakken (US 6,170,426) or Agamaite, Jr. (US 
2,560,061). 

With respect to claims 6 and 8, Gorman lacks teaching a hinged retractable lid. 
Thorsbakken discloses a hinged retractable or folding lid located in the lower part of the 
housing for the dosing element and in the upper part of the casing which includes guide 
means (see Fig 1-2) for the path of the toilet paper. Agamaite, Jr. also discloses (see 
Figs 1 -2) a hinged cover (1 1 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention to include a hinged retractable lid to easily access the 
interior portions of the casing. 

Regarding claim 7, Gorman lacks teaching a serrated portion. Thorsbakken 
discloses serrated portion (cutting bars 40) to facilitate the cutting of the paper. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention to include a 
serrated portion to cut the desired size of the paper web. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claim 5 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would 
be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: Gorman lacks teaching the type of the stop means. Morano (US 5,135,179) 
teaches stop means consisting of a device formed by a pin (brake member 15), which 
includes breaking teethi 15 on the axel (93) interlocking with the braking teeth 49 on the 
sleeve(19) to stop the sleeve and thus the roll from rotation. Morano does not 
specifically teach an elastic spring introduced between ribs of an axle for supporting the 
roll. In any event, Gorman teaches that the system disclosed by Morano is not suitable 
for the invention described thereof (see column 1 , lines 10-17). Prior art of record does 
not disclose or suggest a toilet paper roll holder comprising, among others, means for 
supporting the paper roll; means for supplying liquid and stop means; wherein the stop 
means includes an elastic spring which is introduced between ribs of an axle for 
supporting the roll. 

1 0. The claim limitations means for supporting the paper roll; means for supplying 
liquid and stop means (see claims 1-5) are being treated under 35 USC 112-6"^ 
paragraph. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to YEWEBDAR T. TADESSE whose telephone number is 
(571)272-1238. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8:00 AM - 
4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nadine Norton can be reached on (571) 272-1465. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Yewebdar T Tadesse/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792 



